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SUMMARY 
It is generally believed that semipatriarchal patterns 
characterized rural family life 100 years ago. Hus-
bands and fathers made most of the important family 
decisions, and only a few family tasks were the jOint 
responsibility of males and females. 
As part of the adjustment to new working and living 
conditions in the growing cities, urban family life over 
the past several generations has become organized 
around equalitarian deciSion-making between hus-
bands and wives and around sharing of many family 
tas.ks. Many conditions in rural communities and fam-
ily life also have been changing during this time. How-
ever, there is little information on differences in family 
decision-making or role patterns between rural and 
urban families. Research on this problem may be use-
ful for assessing possible changes in rural values and 
for suggesting the degree to which rural and urban 
family life reHect common values of the total society. 
The results of this study suggest that, for Iowa 
families, there are no marked differences in the rela-
tive dominance by husbands or wives in family deci-
sion-making among families living on farms, in rural 
nonfarm areas, in small cities or in Des Moines - the 
largest metropolitan area of the state. Nor are there 
any consistent or marked differences among these fam-
ilies in the degree to which certain family tasks 
(roles) were performed separately or jointly by hus-
bands or wives. 
Data for family decision-making patterns were ob-
tained for decisions related to children, family 
finances, family changes and social relationships. 
Family roles were measured for activities performed 
in completing household tasks, taking care of children, 
handling family finances and for some miscellaneous 
tasks. Various numbers of items were included in each 
decision-making or role area. 
160 
Further analysis based on the total sample of fam-
ilies showed that equalitarian decisions predominated 
in all decision-making areas, especially in relation to 
child-care and social activities. Vestiges of traditional 
areas of decision-making, however, with relative dom-
inance by one sex, were noted for several areas. Wives 
dominated more in routine daily decisions regarding 
the purchase of food and, to a lesser extent, in deci-
sions related to changes or redecorations in the home. 
On the other hand, husbands were more dominant in 
decisions regarding the purchase of life insurance or 
changes in their jobs, but, even in these three areas, 
unilateral authOrity by one sex was missing. 
Family roles reHected both traditional forms of divi-
sion of labor between husbands and wives and equali-
tarian role patterns. ReHecting long-standing norms, 
wives almost uniformly performed the six household 
tasks measured. Two child-care activities - seeing that 
the children wear the right clothing and getting the 
children ready and off to school- also were almost 
exclusively performed by mothers. Otherwise, respon-
Sibility for the children's behavior and their emotional 
well-being and discipline was jOintly shared by both 
parents. Aside from buying groceries, which was more 
frequently done by wives, most activities associated 
with spending the family income were shared respon-
sibilities between husbands and wives. 
If farm and rural family life formerly was based on 
semipatriarchal norms, these norms are not evident 
among farm, rural and urban families in Iowa today. 
The considerable homogeneity found among family 
decision-making and role patterns for the present 
samples suggests that, in Iowa at least, some of the 
main values for organizing family relationships are 
Widely diffused and reflect general values of our ur-
banized society. 
Family Decision-Making and Role Patterns 
Among Iowa Farm and Nonfarm Families! 
lee G. Burchinal and Ward W. Bauder2 
Family activities are carried out through interlock-
ing roles among family members. Social .values and 
norms usually prescribe the proper or expected family 
role relationships. These values and norms, in tum, 
are products of the general social system of a society 
and reflect the complex of values that define the rela-
tive status positions of men and women in that society. 
Over time, changes in the values or norms of the 
general social system are reflected in family relation-
ships. 
American society has been undergoing rapid social 
and cultural change during the past century. Most of 
these changes originated in our urban areas as a result 
of adjustments to urbanization. Urbanization broke 
down localized orientations, weakened the control of 
the kinship system over individual behavior, contrib-
uted to an increase in the status of women and, con-
sequently, required a reorganization of family rela-
tionships. The earlier rural, semipatriarchal family 
system proved less appropriate for modern urban liv-
ing. In its place, a family system characterized by 
approximately equalitarian male-female status rela-
tionships has been emerging. Alterations in status 
relationships between the sexes also require changes 
in the roles performed by the sexes. As relatively 
equalitarian relationships between males and females 
are emerging, so many roles previously performed 
almost exclusively by one sex are now being shared 
by both sexes. Increased education for women and 
their increased employment in a wide range of occu-
pations, both before and after marriage, are but two 
indications of the converging roles of men and women 
in modem society. 
Sharing many roles by men and women also extends 
to handling family tasks, espeCially in the division of 
labor between husbands and wives in American mid-
dle-class, urban families. One family researcher, for 
instance, observed that there remain today only two 
I Projects 1368, 1370 and 1440, Iowa Agricultural and Home Economics 
Experiment Station, Center for Agricultural and Econcmic Development 
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or three tasks securely monopolized by one sex: child-
bearing and sewing by the wife and the most arduous 
phYSical tasks (what are left of them) by the hus-
band.a 
However, changes usually do not occur evenly or 
at the same rate in all groupings of a large and com-
plex society such as ours. For example, Hill reports 
that middle-class families have gone the farthest in 
bringing the husband into assuming responsibility for 
family tasks and in designating more tasks as joint 
husband-wife responsibilities.· Some data suggest that 
differences in family decision-making (authOrity) and 
division-of-Iabor (role) patterns exist among families 
in different religiOUS groups.s And there may be re-
gional differences in family-authOrity and role pat-
terns. Because these family status and role changes 
originally represented adjustment to urban demands, 
it may be that mral or farm families retain more ele-
ments of semipatriarchal authority patterns and have 
a more rigid division-of-Iabor between husbands and 
wives than do urban families. 
The primary objective of this study is to test differ-
ences among family decision-making and role patterns 
for samples of Iowa families living on farms, in rural-
nonfarm areas, in small towns and in a metropolitan 
area. The secondary objective is to describe the deci-
sion-making and role patterns of the families studied. 
Throughout the report, deciSion-making responses are 
used as measures of authority patterns, and reports for 
who does family tasks are used as measures of hus-
band and wife roles. 
REVIEW OF LITERATURE 
In contrast to rural families, it is claimed that urban 
families are more atomistic, less patriarchal and more 
flexible in their division of labor.6 However, differ-
ences in farm and urban family-authority and role 
3 Reuben Hill. The American family today. In, Eli Ginzberg. The na-
tion's children. 1: The family and Bocial change. Columbia. University 
Press, New York. 1960. P. 91. 
4 Loc. cit. 
S Gerhard Lenski. The religious factor. Doubleday, New York. 1961. 
6 For example, See: Alvin L. Bertrand. Rural sociology. McGraw-Hill, 
New York. 1958. p. 200; Lowry Nelson. Rural sociology. 2nd ed. Ameri-
can Book Company, New York. 1965. P. 205; Carl C. Taylor. Rural life 
in the United States. Alfred A. Knopf, New York. 1949. Pp. 44-45. 
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patterns have been tested in only one recent study. 
Blood and Wolfe compared selected characteristics 
of families living in Detroit with those of families 
living on farms in three counties close to Detroit. The 
typical number of decisions made by Michigan farm 
husbands was exactly the same as for the Detroit hus-
bands.7 However, the division of labor was signifi-
cantly different between the two groups of families. 
In contrast to farm wives, urban wives spent a greater 
amount of time in paid employment outside the home. 
Otherwise, farm wives exceeded city wives in work 
performed in traditional feminine roles such as cook-
ing, food preservation or sewing as well as in many 
"masculine" roles. Farm wives spent substantially 
greater time and energy in tasks around the home that 
contributed directly. to the physical or financial well-
b~jng of other family members. Also, the farm wives 
were'solely responsible for a larger number of house-
hold tasks than were city wives, and more of the farm 
wives helped their husbands with their work than was 
true of city wives.s . 
The Blood and Wolfe results suggest that power 
relationships in farm and urban families may be rela-
tively similar with both following a Widely diffused 
norm of equalitarian relationships.9 However, the farm 
families in the Blood and Wolfe investigation lived 
near Detroit and may have been influenced by values 
and norms emanating from that metropolitan area. 
What about husband-wife power relationships in farm 
or rurai families who live farther from metropolitan 
areas? Do the husband-wife relationships in these fam-
ilies also follow norms typical of urban areas, or are 
vestiges of the semipatriarchal authority patterns still 
evident? The Blood and Wolfe findings further suggest 
that husband-wife roles in farm families remain differ-
ent from those in urban families, even when the farm 
families live adjacent to a metropolitan area. Can this 
conclusion for the Detroit area be generalized to other 
areas? 
THEORETICAL BACKGROUND 
Data from families living in Des Moines and in 
several small towns and rural areas in Iowa were used 
to answer these questions, at least for certain Iowa 
residence locations. These data consisted of responses 
to question asking about relative dominance by hus-
bands or wives in selected types of family decision-
making and in the performance of selected family 
tasks. The decision-making items were used to meas-
ure family-authority patterns, and the task items were 
used to measure family-role patterns. Specific hypoth-
eses for these comparisons are not formulated, but 
the results are interPreted in terms of postulated dif-
7 Robert O. Blood, Jr .• and Donald M. Wolfe. Husbands and wives. The 
Free Press. Glencoe. Illinois. 1960. p. 24. 
8 Robert O. Blood. Jr. The division of labor in city and farm families. 
Marriage and Family Living. 20, 170-174. 1958. 
9 Blood and Wolfe. op. cit., P. 23. 
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ferences among residence areas that represent selected 
points along rural-urban continua. 
We have assumed that, if differences exist, they will 
conform to expected patterns associated with the 
rural-urban population continuum. The urban families 
would be characterized by the greatest degree of 
equalitarian relationships and the greatest proportion 
of shared roles between husbands and wives, whereas 
farm families would be characterized by the greatest 
degree of semi patriarchal relationships and the least 
degree of shared husband-wife roles. This general 
hypothesis is based upon the assumption that changes 
in family organization mainly have developed in urban 
areas and have been diffUSing to rural areas. Endog-
enous changes in rural family patterns probably have 
occurred as well, but it is assumed that the primary 
impetus for change has come from adaptations of the 
family system in urban areas and the diffusion of the 
newer forms of family organization to rural areas. 
To set forth this argument in more detail, we sug-
gest the following outline of postulates. 
1. In the past century, the foundation of American 
society has shifted from relatively isolated, self-suf-
ficient rural communities with an agricultural economy 
to metropolitan complexes with an industrial economy. 
2. The American family system, which developed 
in the colonial and frontier eras, was shaped by and 
adapted to the earlier rural environment. As a pattern 
maintenance system, it has been continuously adjust-
ing to the demands imposed by urban ways of life, 
which are largely a function of the scientific, tech-
nological and industrial developments of our society. 
3. In this process of change, the family system has 
most frequently been required to adapt to extra-family 
requirements of change rather than to prompt changes 
in other social systems. The family system is taken 
as a set of dependent variables, whereas economic and 
other nonfamily social organizational changes are tak-
en as the independent variables in this change model. 
4. A prototype of the emerging family system can 
be discerned in urban SOCiety. This urban family type, 
which has its modal representation among the young 
er, better-educated, middle-class couples, is probably 
the best gauge of the direction of future change in the 
American family system. Relatively equalitarian 
authority patterns and shared division-of-Iabor pat-
terns characterize most of the marital relationships 
in this emerging urban family system. 
5. It is assumed that most changes in the American 
family system have developed in urban communities 
and, in varying degrees, have been diffUSing to rural 
communities through the institutionalized and inform-
al linkages between the rural and urban populations. 
These linkages provide the basis for the diffusion of 
knowledge, values and behavioral patterns from one 
sector of society to another or from one region of the 
country to another. 
6. These premises, however, do not mean that 
changes in rural family patterns occur only through 
the diffusion of urban family patterns to the rural 
communities. Endogenous changes in rural commu-
nity organization and family patterns are associated 
with the continuing technological changes in Ameri-
can agriculture. The effects of agricultural technology 
are reRected in the rising levels of living and educa-
tion among rural persons and in the specialization and 
professionalization of farm occupational roles. In turn, 
these developments generally reinforce changes in 
rural family patterns introduced by the diffusion of 
the developing urban family patterns. 
7. The status of rural-urban differences in family 
organization is not clear. Factors associated with the 
diffusion of urban patterns to rural areas and with 
endogenous rural changes should lead to the virtual 
elimination of rural-urban differences in family organ-
ization. Yet, some rural-urban differences in family 
organization may remain because of impedect diffu-
sion, resistance to change and perhaps the continued 
functional advantages of semipatriarchal authOrity 
patterns and relatively separate male-female division 
of labor for farm families. 
8. However, if differences now exist between the 
organizational patterns of rural and urban families, 
the preceding propositions suggest that these differ-
ences will become smaller and that, eventually, rural 
family systems will approximate those of the urban 
family system, probably with some regional varia-
tions and perhaps with some time lag. lo 
One qualification should be noted. As used through-
out this report, family refers specifically to husband-
wife relationships; deciSion-making or role relation-
ships involving the parents and their children are not 
included in this study. 
METHOD 
Data from three investigations are combined in this 
report. All data consisted of responses by husbands 
and wives to two series of questions: (1) Who gen-
erally makes certain family decisions? (2) Who gen-
erally does certain family tasks? The items used to 
measure family-authOrity and role patterns are pre-
sented in context with the findings. 
The three samples were based upon families in Des 
Moines, in Greene County and in Maquoketa and 
areas adjacent to Maquoketa, all in Iowa. The Ma-
quoketa study was developed to investigate the im-
pacts of industrialization on a rural community. 
Data from the Maquoketa area study were obtained 
in two surveys conducted 1 year apart, one in June 
and July 1958 and one in June and July 1959. Both 
surveys were conducted cooperatively by the Iowa 
Agricultural and Home Economics Experiment Sta-
tion and the Farm Population Branch, Economic Re-
10 See: James S. Brown. The farm family in a Kentucky mountain 
neighborhood. Kentucky Agr. Exp. Sta. Bul. 687. 1962; James S. Brown. 
The family group in a Kentucky mountain farming community. Ken-
tucky Agr. Exp. Sta. Bul. 688. 1962. 
search Service, United States Department of Agri-
culture. 
The first survey used a l-in-18 area probability 
sample of open-country households in Jackson County 
and in nine townships in two adjOining counties-
four townships in Jones County and five in Clinton 
County. This area corresponds closely to the area of 
principal concentration of employees of a manufac-
turing plant in Maquoketa which was the central focus 
of the study. There were 126 farm and 30 open-coun-
try nonfarm households in the sample. Since a major 
objective of the survey was to study the impacts of 
nonfarm employment on farms and farm families, all 
farm-operator households in this area containing either 
a husband or wife employed at the plant were identi-
fied, and the wives were interviewed. In all, 114 such 
interviews were obtained. 
The second survey was based on a sample of house-
holds derived from a two-stage probability sample of 
dwelling units in the towns and villages of the same 
general area, Jackson County plus the four Jones 
County and the five Clinton County townships. In 
the first stage, a sample of seven of the 24 population 
centers was selected on a size proportional basis, thus 
assuring the inclusion of the principal population cen-
ter, Maquoketa. In the second stage, a sample of 
households was selected from those population centers 
selected in the first stage of the sample deSign. 
Screening procedures were used to insure that ap-
proximately half of the households interviewed con-
tained a husband or wife who was employed at the 
plant; thus, sampling rates varied among towns and 
between households with factory-employed members 
and households without factory-employed members. 
A total of 286 households was interviewed, 182 in 
Maquoketa and 104 in the six small towns. 
Only husband and wife households were used in 
this investigation. This reduced the number of cases 
to the follOWing: Maquoketa, 141; small towns, 84; 
open-country nonfarm, 20; and farm, 227.11 
Data for the Greene County investigation were de-
rived from a single-stage probability sample of all 
dwelling units in that county during May and June 
1958. Three strata were used: open-country, rural 
places and Jefferson, the single urban place. Blocks 
in the urban and rural-place strata and count units 
in the open-country strata were first selected at ran-
dom, with probabilities proportional to their numbers 
of dwe11ing units. Within each block or count unit, 
an equal segment of five households was drawn ran-
domly on the basis of an 8-percent sampling rate. The 
households in the seg!Dents constituted the sample. 
Arrangements were provided for random substitution 
of cases when interviews were not obtained. Schedules 
were obtained for 364 households that included con-
jugal families, single persons, divorced or separated 
11 For further details on the farm sample see: Donald R. Kaldor. Ward 
W. Bauder and Marvin W. Trautwein. Impact of new industry on an 
Iowa. rural community. Part I. Farming and farm living. Iowa Agr. 
and Home Econ. Exp. Sta. Spl. Rpt. No. 37. 1964. 
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persons, married persons with or without children and 
nonrelated persons. Because the present investigation 
focused on husband-wife authority and role patterns, 
only households containing conjugal families were 
used. This control reduced the sample to 286 families: 
111 farm families, 68 rural nonfarm families and 87 
families living in Jefferson.'2 
The probability sample of Des Moines families was 
selected on the basis of a two-stage design. In the 
first stage, a one-thirty-fourth (%4) sample of all Des 
Moines properties was selected from the Des Moines 
tax assessment records. This sample was used for iden-
tifying three other types of families not used in the 
present analyses: (1) those in which the parents had 
a farm or rural background, (2) those in which the 
parents had an urban background before coming to 
to Des Moines and (3) those in which the parents 
had always lived in Des Moines. These three samples 
were developed for a study of the adjustment of farm-
urban migrants in Des Moines. This investigation was 
supported by the Farm Population Branch, Economic 
Research Service, United States Department of Agri-
culture and the Iowa Agricultural and Home Eco-
nomics Experiment Station. To help achieve the ob-
jectives of the migration-adjustment study, a random 
sample of all families living in Des Moines - regard-
less of the previous residential histories of the parents 
- was added to the previous three samples. This ran-
dom sample was obtained by selecting an interval 
sample of every ninth property listing that had been 
included in the original one-thirty-fourth sample. The 
family-authOrity and role data were not obtained from 
the three specified samples, but only from the random 
sample. 
The Des Moines random sample included 260 
households, but, for various reasons, 75 of these house-
holds were not included in the final sample. Fifty-five 
households were deleted from the sample because they 
did not include a husband-wife pair; the wives in 12 
households refused to be interviewed; it was not pos-
sible to contact any member of six households; two 
households were farm households and were deleted 
from the sample because the Des Moines sample was 
intended to include only urban families. Seven 
properties did not have dwelling units on them. The 
final sample included 185 married couples. Wives 
representing these households were interviewed. 
Residential area, the independent variable in this 
investigation, was used to identify pOints along several 
rural-to-urban continua. The pOints include farm, 
open-country nonfarm, village, small city and Des 
Moines residences. Farm samples were included in 
both the Maquoketa area and the Greene County in-
vestigations. In Greene County, all rural-nonfarm 
families were combined into one strata; whereas, in the 
Maquoketa study, a distinction was made between 
,. For further details Bee: Lee G. Burchinal. Factors related to employ-
ment of wiveB in a rural Iowa county. Iowa Agr. and Home Eeon. Exp. 
Sta. Res. Bul. 509. 1962. 
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open-country nonfarm residences and village resi-
dences. The six villages included in the Maquoketa 
study ranged from 200 to 2,000 in population. The 
Greene County and the Maquoketa investigations each 
included a county seat. In Greene County, this was 
Jefferson, which included 4,570 persons in 1960. Ma-
quoketa, also a county seat, had a population of 5,909 
in 1960. Des Moines represented the urban end of the 
continuum with a population of 208,982 in 1960. 
Greene County is a prosperous rural county located 
. in the west-central part of Iowa. Jefferson, the cen-
trally located county seat, is about 55 miles from Des 
Moines and about 50 miles from Fort Dodge - the 
nearest large cities. Maquoketa, in Jackson County 
which forms part of Iowa's eastern border, also is re-
moved from nearby large cities. Clinton, a city of 
33,589 persons is 35 miles to the southeast, and Du-
buque, a city of 56,606 persons is about the same dis-
tance to the north. Cedar Rapids, the largest city in 
eastern Iowa, having a population of 92,035 in 1960, 
is approximately 65 miles west of Maquoketa. 
Not all eight residential areas were included in 
every analysis. Some items were asked of wives in all 
three investigations. Hence, data for these items 
were available for analysis based on the eight resi-
dential areas. Other items were included in only two 
of the studies; consequently, the analyses are limited 
to the residence areas included in those studies. Still 
other items were included in only one study, and the 
analyses are further limited. Also, data were obtained 
from husbands as well as from wives in the Greene 
County investigation. For these analyses, comparisons 
are limited to the three residential areas included in 
the Greene County investigation. 
Responses to the family-authOrity and role items 
were coded on a 5-point scale - ranging from almost 
complete husband dominance (which was assigned a 
value of 5) through a jOint or egualitarian pattern to 
almost complete wife dominance (which was aSSigned a 
value of 1). The weights assigned to responses varied, 
therefore, from 1 to 5 and were treated as items on an 
equal-interval scale in the analyses. The median test 
was used to determine the independence of the item-
response distributions among the residence groups 
included in the analyses. For the median test, the 
combined median, based on all responses regardless 
of residence area, was obtained first. Then, the number 
of responses for each residence area occurring above 
or below the combined median was determined. If no 
. differences prevail among the reSidence-group distri-
butions, the proportion of responses above and below 
the combined median for each group will Huctuate 
arolmd 50 percent - the proportion of cases above 
and below the combined median. 
To the extent that differences in distributions among 
residence groups emerge, the percentages above and 
below the combined median will depart from 50 per-
cent for some or all residence groups. Under these 
conditions, some residence groups will have greater 
propomons ot responses above the combined median, 
whereas others will have greater proportions of re-
sponses below the combined median. Chi-square was 
used to test the significance of the departure of pro-
portions above or below the combined median. '3 In 
this investigation, the 0.05 level is used as the criterion 
of statistical significance. 
Results of the analysis indicate few differences be-
tween the residence groups. Most comparisons of 
authority patterns, 37 of 42, were nonsignificant (see 
table 1). Similarly, 20 of the 21 comparisons of role 
patterns were nonsignificant (see table 3). Although 
statistically nonsignificant results are substantively im-
portant, the details of response distributions or per-
centages of responses above or below the combined 
median for each residence group need not be given. 
In the case of nonsignificant differences, the distribu-
tions for the separate residence groups differed little 
from the over-all pattern. Therefore, item distributions 
by residence groups are not presented for items having 
nonsignificant differences; instead, only the combined 
median, the chi-square for the median test and its 
degrees of freedom are presented. For items with 
Significant differences, the percentages of responses 
above and below the combined median for each resi-
dence group are presented together with the statis-
tical results just mentioned. 
13 In the caSe of the Maquoketa farm and Maquoketa smalJ-town 80m-
pIes, which involved two or more parts taken at different sampling 
rates, sampling weights were used in computing estimates of proportions 
above and below the combined median, and these proportions were then 
applied to the sample N to obt.ain a frequency distribution for chi-square 
tables. 
FINDINGS 
Family-authority paHerns 
Family-authority patterns were measured in terms 
of the degree to which husbands and wives reported 
relative dominance for a series of family decision-
making items. The items used to identify the decision-
making patterns were preceded by the following' in-
troduction: 
In every family, a number of decisions have to be 
made. Many couples talk things over first, but the 
final decision often has to be made by one person, 
either the husband or the wife. Now, for example, in 
punishing the children; is it always the wife, wife 
more than husband, wife and husband about equally, 
husband more than wife or always the husband who 
decides this? 
For each of the selected areas of decision-making, 
husbands and wives were asked to check which of the 
five categories described who generally made that de-
cision in their family. The selected areas included de-
cisions pertaining to children, management of family 
finances, major changes in the family situation (such 
as changes in residence or changes in job) and visiting 
and social relationships. Different numbers of items 
were included in each area of decision-making. The 
analyses were based on separate item responses which 
were coded from 1 to 5 in the order listed. As shown 
in table 1, most of the residence-area differences based 
on the median tests were nonsignificant. 
For wives, none of the five tests for decisions re-
garding children and none of five tests for social-
activity decisions was Significant. Only one of the 
Table 1. Combined medians for all residence categories and the results for median tests for husbands' and wives' responses to family decision-
making items. 
Wives Husbands 
Decision-making items Combined 
X2 for Degrees X2 for Degrees 
median of Combined median of 
prouDed by aer"era' area... median8 test freedomb median test freedomb 
Having and rearing children: 
Punishing children ..•..•••......•..•...••........•.••......••..... 3.31 
Giving children money...... . . . • • . .. . . . . • .. .. • . . . . . .. . . . . . .. . .. . ... 3.51 
Letting children go somewhere...................................... 3.32 
When to have children............................................ 3.49 
How many children to have ...•.. " .....••• '" . . . •• •. . .••• .•. .•.• ••. 3.49 
Family finances: 
How much to spend on food ..•.•.•.......•••......•......••.....•. 
How much to spend 0;'1 furniture .•.....•••.......••.•.•.•.......•.. 
How much life Insurance to buy ................................... . 
How much to spend on changes and redecorations in the home .....•... 
How much to spend on small appliances ............................ . 
How much to give to charity ...................................... . 
How much or when to borrow money .............................. . 
Family changes: . 
Whether to move ................................................. . 
Where to buy or rent .. ' ........................................... . 
Changes in husband's :ob ......................................... . 
Changes in wife's working ........................................ . 
Social relationships: 
2.61 
3.48 
3.93 
2.92 
3.36 
3.52 
3.78 
3.67 
3.59 
486 
3.24 
10.40 
1.95 
4.67 
0.17 
0.29 
50.04" 
9.03 
4.46 
4.29 
0.92 
0.29 
0.57 
4.77 
2.35 
60.57" 
218.64" 
7 3.35 3.33 2 
7 3.49 1.63 2 
3 3.31 10.04" 2 
2 3.44 0.72 2 
2 3.46 0.39 2 
7 2.16 1.76 2 
7 3.24 1.48 2 
3 3.88 1.77 2 
3 2.60 4.51 2 
2 3.26 1.02 2 
2 3.48 0.26 2 
2 3.74 1.02 2 
3 3.65 0.08 2 
2 3.57 2.78 2 
6 3.99 6.74' 2 
6 3.52 2.71 2 
VisitIng friends .................................................. 3.43 3.11 6 3.40 0.44 2 
Going out ....................................................... 3.48 1.39 6 3.41 0.35 2 
~h.ere fo ~p~nd vac~tion........................................... 3.53 0.76 2 3.51 1.57 2 
V,slhng WIfe s relallves............................................ 3.37 2.18 2 3.34 2.99 2 
Visiting husband's relatives ............................ , .•. .. ...• ... 3.51 2.12 2 3.48 0.01 2 
• In ad~i.tion to ~ervlng .. the points for creating the dichotomies for the median tests, the combi,!ed medians ore descriptiv! o~ the gen!ral ~haract~~istics of 
the declslon-matung patterns among all respondents, regardless of residence categ~rv. Lower medians represent ~reater domination by wives In dec:,slon .. mak ... 
ing, higher medians represent greater domination by husbands. 
b Degrees of freedom ranged from 2 to 7. In each ca.e, there was 1 degree for the dichotomy of cases above and below the combined median. Problems with 
7 degrees of freedom includ.d data from .11 eight residence groupings: Des Moines, Greene County farm, Greene County nonfarm and Jefferson; Maquoketa 
farm, open·countrv nonfarm, village, and Ma'luoketa city. Problems with 6 degrees of freedom included all residence groups except Maquoketa open country. 
Problems with 3 degrees of freedom included only Des Moines and the three Greene County groups. Problems with 2 degrees of freedom included only the 
three Greene County .amples. 
, Significant median test difference at the 0.05 level. 
"Significant median test difference at the 0.01 level. 
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seven tests for family-financial decisions and two of 
the four tests for family-change decisions were sig-
nificant. Only four tests were based on all eight resi-
dence areas. These may be identified in table 1 by 
checking items for which 7 degrees of freedom are 
given. Differences were significant for only one of the 
tests with 7 degrees of freedom. Two of the four tests 
among wives living in seven residential areas were 
significant. These are shown with 6 degrees of free-
dom in table 1. None of the four tests involving the 
Des Moines area and the three Greene County areas 
(items with 3 degrees of freedom) was significant, nor 
was any of the nine tests based on the three strata of 
Greene County wives (those items with 2 degrees of 
freedom). 
Table 2 presents the distributions for the decision 
items for which significant median-test differences 
were found. We shall examine, for now, only the three 
that yielded significant differences for the wives. The 
relationship between residence areas or position on 
the rural-urban continuum and responses to how much 
money should be spent on food was not clear. Wives 
in the Des Moines sample were least dominant; i.e., 
had the smallest percentage (34.5) of responses below 
the combined median. Wives in the two county seat 
samples were next in order, with 43.2 percent of the 
responses in Maquoketa and 48.8 percent in Jefferson 
being less than the median. In the Greene County 
sample, the percentages for less-than-median responses 
increased directly with rurality: 54.5 percent of the 
rural nonfarm wives' and 68.2 percent of the fann 
wives' responses were below the combined median. 
Thus, in the Greene County sample, increasing rurality 
was associated with increasing relative dominance by 
wives in decisions regarding how much money to 
spend on food. 
Instead of the linear pattern observed in the Greene 
County data, an inverted U -shaped distribution was 
observed for the responses of the wives in the four 
residence strata included in the Maquoketa investiga-
tion. Least relative dominance by wives, shown by 
smaller percentages for less-than-median responses, 
was reported by Maquoketa wives, at the one resi-
dence extreme, and by fann wives at the other resi-
dence extreme. The wives in the village stratum had 
the highest percentage of less-than-median responses 
and were followed by the wives in the open-country 
nonfann stratum. 
When only the Des Moines and Greene County re-
sults were considered, the relationship between rural-
ity and dominance in the decision concerning how 
much to spend for food followed a linear pattern, with 
wives at the most rural end of the continuum exercis-
ing the greatest dominance over the decision, but the 
fann wives in the Maquoketa investigation did not fit 
this pattern. A partial explanation for this deviation 
from the general pattern may lie in the fact that the 
fann group in the Maquoketa jnvestigation contained 
more families with husbands employed at nonfann 
jobs than was true of the Greene County fann sample. 
Table 2. Distributions for items having significant median.test differences by residence areas of husbands and wives. 
Percenta"es of 
responses below 
and .bove the 
combined median 
Wives' responses: 
How much to spend 
on food 
Des 
Moines 
N ••.••••••...•••.••••••••• 174 
Below..................... 34.5 
Above .................... 65.5 
Changes in the 
husband', job 
N •••...••...•....•....•... 178 
Below •......•.......••.•• 30.9 
Above . ........... ........ 69.1 
Change, in wife', 
working 
N .•••••••••••••••••••••.•. 179 
Below.... ................. 33.0 
Above ..................... 67.0 
Husbands' respons.,: 
Letting children 
go somewhere 
N ....................... .. 
Below ................... .. 
Above ................... .. 
Changes in the 
husband's job 
N ........................ . 
Below .................... . 
Above .................... . 
Greene County 
Rural 
Jefferson nonfarm Farm 
86 
48.8 
51.2 
86 
67.4 
32.6 
86 
31.4 
68.6 
48 
68.8 
31.2 
85 
43.5 
56.5 
66 
54.5 
45.5 
61 
67.2 
32.8 
62 
38.7 
61.3 
29 
48.3 
51.7 
55 
41.8 
58.2 
107 
68.2 
31.8 
104 
67.3 
32.7 
106 
24.5 
75.5 
89 
40.4 
59.6 
106 
59.4 
40.6 
a For definitions of the degrees of freedom. see footnote b to table I. 
* Significant at the 0.05 level. 
"Significant at the 0.01 level. 
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Maquoketa 
139 
43.2 
56.8 
74 
40.5 
59.5 
54 
96.3 
3.7 
Maquoketa 
Villages 
83 
71.1 
28.9 
33 
54.5 
45.5 
32 
100.0 
0.0 
Open 
country 
nonfarm 
20 
60.0 
40.0 
Farm 
227 
48.0 
52.0 
94 
44.7 
55.3 
n 
100.0 
0.0 
Statistical results 
X2 
for 
median 
fest 
50.04** 
60.57*' 
218.64" 
10.04" 
6.74' 
Degrees 
of 
freedoma 
7 
6 
6 
2 
2 
Nonfarm employment of fann husbands tended to be 
associated with greater dominance of the husbands 
over decisions regarding expenditure of money for 
groceries, but the effect of employment does not ap-
pear to be of sufficient magnitude to explain all the 
deviation observed in the present analysis. 14 
The percentage of less-than-median responses for 
Maquoketa farm wives was as small as or smaller 
than the comparable figures for wives in any of the 
three Greene County strata, and the percentage of 
less-than-median responses for the Maquoketa rural 
nonfarm stratum (based on the combination of village 
and open-country nonfarm strata) exceeded the com-
parable figure for the Greene County farm wives. In 
other words, Maquoketa fann wives were relatively 
less dominant than wives in any of the Greene County 
residence categories, but the Maquoketa rural non-
farm wives were more dominant than were the most 
dominant of the Greene County groups, the Greene 
County farm wives. Thus, no clear interpretation can 
be prOvided for the relationship between rural-urban 
place of residence and relative husband-wife domi-
nance in deciding how much money should be spent 
on food, as measured by wives' responses. 
Results for the wives' reports of decisions regarding 
the husbands' employment also were not consistently 
related to the rural-urban continuum represented by 
the seven residence areas. Almost exactly opposite .re-
sults were obtained for the Des Moines wives and 
wives in any of the three Greene County residential 
areas. Slightly over 67 percent of the wives in each 
of the three Greene County stratum had responses 
below the combined median in contrast to about 31 
percent for the Des Moines wives. These differences 
indicated that a greater proportion of the Greene 
County wives than of the Des Moines wives felt that 
they had relatively greater influence on their hus-
bands' job choices. Responses for wives in the Maquo-
keta study again formed aU-shaped distribution, with 
the village wives relatively most dominant. Percent-
ages for wives'in the Maquoketa strata above or below 
the combined median were intermediate between the 
Des Moines and Greene County patterns. 
Altllough the result was statistically significant for 
decisions regarding the husbands' employment, the 
only substantive conclusion that can be reached is that 
the rural or small-town wives reported greater influ-
ence on their husbands' occupational decisions than 
did the Des Moines wives. ' 
Differences in wives' reports as to who decided 
about the wives' employment also were significant. 
The most notable feature of these results was the 
greater dominance of the wives in the Maquoketa 
samples as compared with the wives in the other two 
samples. The fact that Maquoketa wives were equally 
dominant regardless of residence suggests that circum-
stances unique to that study may account for the dif-
;~.Donald R. Kaldor. Ward W. Bauder and Marvin W. Trautwein. Op. 
ference. What this circumstance was, however, was 
not apparent from the data. When responses to this 
item were retested for the Des Moines and Greene 
County wives only, the chi-square for the resulting 
median test was 3.57, which with 3 degrees of free-
dom was not significant at the 0.05 level. 
In summary, only three significant results were 
found for the 21 tests of residence-area differences 
among wives' responses for family-authority patterns. 
Family-authority patterns, as reported by the wives, 
generally appeared homogeneous among the three, 
four, seven or eight residential areas included in the 
analyses. When the significant results were inspected 
there was no evidence of a clear relationship between 
rural-urban place of residence and the wives' responses. 
Tests for the relationship between husbands' re-
sponses to the family decision-making items and resi-
dence type were limited to the three Greene County 
residential strata. Two of the 21 tests were significant. 
One of these was one of the five items pertaining to 
children, letting children go somewhere, and the other 
occurred in relation to changes in the husband's job. 
Otherwise, nonsignificant results occurred for the 
seven tests for family-financial items, for three of the 
four tests for family-change items and for all five so-
cial-activity items. As shown in table 2, two patterns 
of responses were discernible for those items having 
significant differences. 
For the first item, letting children go somewhere, the 
percentages of responses below the combined median 
decreased in a linear manner from Jefferson to rural 
nonfarm and further to farm residences. The percent-
ages above the combined median increased uniformly 
from the Jefferson to the fann strata. Lower scores 
represent greater dominance by wives, and higher 
scores represent greater dominance by husbands. Thus, 
according to the husbands' responses to this item, 
authority of wives decreased conSistently from Jeffer-
son to the farm residences, whereas authority of hus-
bands increased directly with rurality. For the other 
item, husbands' responses to decisions regarding 
changes in their jobs, a U-shaped pattern was ob-
served: Highest percentages of below-median respons-
es were reported by farmers; second highest, by Jeffer-
son husbands; and least, by the rural-nonfarm men. 
Among the signficant differences, no consistent rela-
tionship could be established between residence areas 
and husbands' responses to the decision-making items 
in Greene County. All but two differences were non-
Significant, and among the Significant differences, both 
linear and U-shaped patterns were observed. The only 
conclusion that can be reached is that, in general, hus-
bands' and wives' reports of family decision-making 
patterns are not consistently related to location of resi-
dences along the rural-urban continua used. This con-
clusion is established more firmly for wives' responses 
than for husbands' responses because a greater num-
ber and more variable types of residence areas were 
used in analyses of the wives' reports. 
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Family-role paHerns 
The family-role items were preceded in the ques-
tionnaire by the following introduction: 
Here is a list of things that have to be done around 
most farms and homes. Will you tell me who usually 
does each? There are five arrangements from husband 
or wife doing the job alone to them doing things about 
equally. Sometimes someone o~her than t~e husband 
or wife may usually do some Job. If that IS true, tell 
me who it is. Otherwise, select one of the five ar-
rangements based on husband and wife and tell me 
who does the job around your farm and home. . 
The wives were asked to indicate who usually did 
each of the tasks in terms of husband only usually; 
husband mostly, wife helps some; husband and wife 
share about equally; wife mostly, husband helps some; 
and wife only usually. These responses were coded 
from 1 to 5 in the order given. In this case, lower 
scores represent greater activity by husbands and 
higher scores represent greater activity by wives. If 
respondents reported that someone other than the 
husband or wife usually did the task, they were asked 
to check one of the five response categories for the 
extent to which the husband or wife would assist in 
that task. This response was used in those cases where 
the husband or wife usually did not perform the task. 
The items for measuring family role patterns were 
grouped into three main areas: household tasks, care 
Table 3. Combined medians for all residence and the results for median 
test. for wives' responses to family task items. 
Task items grouped 
by general areas 
Household: 
Gets breakfast ....................... . 
Does dishes for main meal ............. . 
Does family wash ..................... . 
Puts away clothing .......•............. 
Clean house ......................... . 
Plans meals ......................... . 
Child-tare: 
Usually sellies children's ar~uments.: ... 
Sees that children wear the right cloth,ng. 
Gets children ready and off to school. .. . 
Comforts children when hurt ........... . 
Disciplines children ..............•..... 
Teaches children right from wrong ...... . 
Helps children get over bad feelings .... . 
Family finances: 
Buys the groceries ...............•..... 
Pays the bills ........................ .. 
PI.ns family savings .•.................. 
Buys small appliances ...........•...... 
Buys large appliances .......•.......... 
Buys furniture •..••••...•.••...••..... 
Miscellaneous 
Shovels snow ...•. .-......•............ 
Mows the lawn ....................... . 
Statistical results 
X:2 for Degrees 
Combined median of 
median a test freedomb 
.5.33 .5 . .58 7 
5.3.5 8.69 7 
5.45 1.92 7 
5.32 5.96 7 
5.41 1..59 2 
5.44 1.33 2 
3.71 6.10 7 
.5.41 7.7.5 4 
5.44 0.39 3" 
3.79 0.13 3 
3.70 1.22 3 
3.61 0.66 2 
3.78 0.36 2 
4.58 12.96 7 
3.49 16.36' 7 
3.36 2.01 4 
3.72 0.01 3 
3.51 1.09 3 
3 . .52 0.10 2 
1.14 0.68 2d 
1.20 0.84 2d 
R In addition to serving as the points for creati~g the dichotomies f?r. !he 
median tests, the combined medians are descriptive. of the general d,v!s,on 
of lab:H among all respondents, Tegardles~ of ,reSidence category .. Higher 
medians represent greater dor;n in~n(e by wives In task performance, lower 
medians represent greater domination by husbands. . 
b As in table 1 there is one degree of freedom on each problem for the 
dichotomy of ca;e> above and below the combined mo:dian. Proble,!,s with 7 
degrees of freedom included data from all eight reSIdence groupongs: Des 
Moines, Greene County farm, Greene County nonfarm and ~efferson; Maquo-
keta farm open·country nonfarm, village and Maquoketa cIty. The problems 
with 4 d~grees of freedom included Des Moines and t~e four Maq~oketa 
residence groups. Problems with 3 degrees of fr.eedom, With the exception of 
the one with the superscript c, included Des Momes and three ~reene Cou'!ty 
groups. Problems with 2 degrees of f~eedom, except those With superscr.pt 
d, included the three Greene County reSidence groups. 
o Included only the four Maquoketa area •. 
d Included Des Moines, the Maquoketa city and the Maquoketa village 
groups . 
• Significant at the 0.05 level. 
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of children and expenditure of the family income. 
Analyses of the wives' responses to these items are 
shown in table 3. 
NonSignificant differences were observed for six 
household tasks, for the seven child-care tasks, for 
five of the six tasks dealing with the expenditure of 
family finances and for the two yard tasks. The only 
significant difference occurred in relation to who paid 
the family bills. There was no consistent relationship 
between position on the rural-urban continuum repre-
sented by the eight residence groups and the wives' 
responses for who paid family bills. The largest per-
centage for responses above the combined median 
was reported by the Greene County farm wives (58.7 
percent), and the lowest was reported by Maquoketa 
farm wives (39.6 percent). From the lowest to high-
est percentages above the combined median, after 
the Maquoketa farm wives, were the Maquoketa 
open-country nonfarm wives and Maquoketa village 
wives, both with 47.6 percent, then Greene County 
nonfarm wives with 50.0 percent, Des Moines wives 
with 52.2 percent, Jefferson wives with 54.8 percent 
and Maquoketa city wives with 55.8 percent. 
The conclusion for residence-area comparisons for 
husband-wife role patterns must be the same as that 
drawn for the husband-wife decision-making patterns: 
As measured in this investigation, husband-wife role 
patterns do not vary systematically with residence 
areas representing points along the rural-urban con-
tinua used in this study. 
Interpretation of medians and modes as reflecting 
traditional or equalitarian authority patterns 
Responses to the decision-making items were coded 
from ''1'' for domination by wives to "5" for domina-
tion by husbands. The medians were calculated on 
the assumption that a score of 1 represented a range 
from 1 to 1.99 and that a score of 5 represented a 
range from 5 to 5.99. If all responses were at the low 
extreme, the median for that category would be 1.50; 
if all responses were at the high extreme, the median 
for that category would be 5.50. Movement of the 
median to either possible extreme would represent 
domination by one or the other sex. Thus, for the 
deciSion-making items, low medians represented rela-
tively greater dominance by wives, and high medians 
represented relatively greater dominance by husbands. 
However, median values near the center of the range, 
around 3.50, do not necessarily represent modal re-
sponses for the middle category - husband and wife 
sharing equally in the decisions. Medians having 
values around 3.50 could occur because of modal 
responses in the middle category, or they could Occur 
because of relatively equally balanced numbers of 
responses above and below the middle category, re-
gardless of the number of responses in the middle 
category. In actuality, though, practically all medians 
with values around 3.50 occurred because of modal 
responses in the middle category. 
In interpreting the substantive meaning of the 
medians, the few significant residence-area differences 
are ignored, and medians for the combined samples 
are used. In addition to the combined medians, data 
are presented for modal percentages. Use of the modal 
percentages overcomes limitations associat~d with ~­
terpreting medians that fall close to the mlddle pomt 
of 3.50. The combined median and modal percentages 
prOVide sufficient data for -interpreting the relative 
degree of husband-wife dominance in the family-
authority and role patterns. 
For the decisions related to children, combined 
medians for both husbands and wives did not depart 
greatly from 3.50 (see table 1). The range for the 
wives' medians was from 3.31 to 3.51, and that for 
husbands was from 3.31 to 3.49. For both sets of 
spouses, modal responses occurred for the middle 
category of husband and wife sharing equally. Modal 
percentages ranged between 62 and 73 for the first 
three items and between 88 and 95 for the last two 
items. It is clear that both sets of spouses agreed in 
reporting equalitarian decision-making regarding con-
trol of children. 
Medians for the family financial decision-making 
items covered a wider range than those related to 
children. However, for the family finance items, most 
medians and modal responses indicated equalitarian 
patterns. For wives, the medians for four items 
(buying furniture, buying small appliances, giving to 
charities and borrowing money) varied between 3.36 
and 3.78. Modal percentages for these items occurred 
in the equalitarian category and ranged from 61.5 
for borrowing money to 75.7 for buying furniture. 
For two items, spending money on food and, to a 
lesser extent, spending money on changes or redec-
orations in the house, the medians indicated relatively 
greater domination by wives. For the "food" item, the 
modal category was "wife only" (41.5 percent), fol-
lowed closely by the equalitarian category with 40.6 
percent of the responses. This bimodal character was 
less evident for the item asking about changes in the 
house; 44.5 percent of the wives' responses to this item 
were equalitarian, yet 34.5 percent were included in 
the "wife only" category. Decisions regarding buying 
life insurance reflected greater relative dominance by 
husbands, the median being 3.93. The modal category, 
however, was equalitarian, with 48.8 percent of the 
responses being husband and wife share equally. The 
next largest response category to this item was "hus-
band only," reported by 33.6 percent of the wives. 
Husbands' responses to the finance items closely 
followed those described for the wives. Husbands 
agreed with wives in reporting greater relative domi-
nance by wives in relation to decisions about how 
much to spend on food or in making changes in the 
house. But the husbands attributed greater dominance 
to their wives in these areas than was claimed by their 
wives. For instance, the modal response by husbands 
to the "food" item was in the "wives only" category, 
which included 46.3 percent of all husbands' responses 
to this item. For the "change" item, the modal response 
was the ''husband-wife equally" category with 36.0 
percent, and a close second was the "wife-only" cate-
gory with 32.0 percent. With th~ exception of . the 
decisions regarding buying life lnsurance, medlans 
for the other items did not depart greatly from the 
middle point of 3.50. However, ~e modal re~po~se 
for the life insurance item was lD the equalitarian 
category ( 50.4 percent), with the ''husband-only'' 
response occurring second most frequently (30.2 per-
cent). For the remaining finance items, modal re-
sponses occurred in the equalitarian category only, 
and the percentages ranged between 59.3 and 62.6 
percent. 
Traditional areas of authority for husbands and 
wives were barely evident in the responses of either 
spouse. Wives dominated more in the daily routine 
decisions regarding the purchases of food and to a 
lesser extent in another traditional area of feminine 
taste and expression, changes and redecorations in 
the house. Husbands were slightly more dominant 
in decisions regarding purchase of life insurance, but, 
even in these three areas of decision-making, the inci-
dence of the equalitarian pattern was sufficient to 
preclude classifying them as areas of unilateral 
authority by one sex. 
For both sexes, medians for three of the four family-
change items did not depart far from 3.50. These items 
were "whether to move" and "if moving what place to 
buy or rent" and decisions regarding changes in the 
wife's employment status. Medians for these items 
varied from 3.24 to 3.67 for both sexes, and modal 
responses occurred in the equalitarian category for 
both sexes. Modal percentages ranged from 40.6 to 
79.1 for wives and from 56.0 to 79.0 for husbands. 
Greater relative male dominance was reported by 
both wives and husbands for decisions regarding 
changes in the husband's employment. But direct 
comparison of the two medians for this decision, re-
ported in table 1, involves diHerent samples of hus-
bands and wives. Comparability of responses by hus-
bands and wives can be obtained by using only Greene 
County samples. The median for Green County wives 
was 4.14, which was still above the 3.99 observed for 
the Greene County h_usbands. Wives attributed less 
deciSion-making influence to themselves and more to 
their husbands in relation to his job changes, whereas 
the opposite was true for husbands. The modal re-
sponse for wives was ''husbands only" (46.3 percent) 
and was followed by almost equally matched per-
centages for "husband more than wife'" (25.9 percent) 
and ''husband and wife equally" (24.7 percent). The 
equalitarian category was the mode for the husbands' 
responses (49.6 percent), followed by the ''husband 
more than wife" category with an additional 27.8 per-
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cent of the husbands' responses and then by "husband 
only" responses which accounted for 22.8 percent of 
the husbands' responses. 
Except for the husbands' and wives' responses, and 
especially those for the wives, to the item asking about 
changes in the husbands' jobs, responses to the family-
change items also adhered to the equalitarian pattern. 
Equalitarian social-activity decisions were reported 
by the husbands and wives. Medians varied only 
slightly, between 3.37 and 3.53 for wives and between 
3.34 and 3.51 for husbands. In all analyses, modal 
responses occurred in the equalitarian category. The 
percentages for these varied from 76.2 to 84.6 for wives 
and from 72.4 to 86.8 for husbands. 
Interpretation of medians and modes as reflecting 
traditional or shared family-role patterns 
Husband-wife role relationships, as described by 
the wives, reflected a mixture of traditional and 
shared patterns for division of labor. All medians for 
thc performance of the seven household tasks listed 
in table 3 approached the possible upper limit of 
5.50. The lowest median for these tasks was 5 .. 32, 
and the highest was 5.45. The conventional division 
of labor between the sexes for these activities also 
was demonstrated by the modal percentages. All 
modes occurred in the "wife only" category, and the 
percentages ranged from 73.8 to 90.2 percent. 
Holes associated with child-care showed greater 
variability. Two child-care activities were almost ex-
clUSively monopolized by the mothers. These were 
"seeing that the childr.en wear the right clothing" 
(with a median of 5.41) and "getting the children 
ready and off to school" (with a median of 5.44). 
The "wife only" category contained the modal re-
sponses for these two items, 96.3 percent for "wearing 
the right clothing" and 88.8 percent for "getting the 
children ready and off to school." Wives' responses to 
the five other child-care items reflected a shared divi-
sion of labor with their husbands. The medians for 
these items varied between 3.61 and 3.79. Modal re-
sponses were all in the "share-equally" category and 
ranged from 59.7 to 80.4 percent. 
Responsibility for the grooming and appearance 
of children rested primarily with the mothers. Other-
wise, responsibility for the children's behavior, their 
emotional well-being and diSCipline was a jOintly-
shared responsibility for both parents. 
Greater variability occurred in husband-wife re-
sponsibilities for spending the family income than 
would have been judged on the basis of the medians 
only. The median for buying groceries (4.58) sug-
gested relatively greater activity by wives. The modal 
response of 45.4 percent in the "wife only" category 
supported the interpretation of traditional division 
of labor between the sexes for this activity. Yet, 
shared responsibility for this activity formed a sec-
ondary pattern with 34.4 percent of all wives report-
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ing that their husbands shared equally with them in 
the purchase of groceries. The other medians for ex-
penditure of money suggested an equalitarian divi-
sion of labor - the lowest median was 3.36, and, with 
the exception of the median for buying groceries, the 
highest was 3.72. For four of these five financial items, 
the modal responses occurred in the "share equally" 
category, thus supporting the sharing norm over the 
norm for more rigid division of labor. 
The exception to this pattern occurred for "paying 
the family bills." For this activity, the modal pattern 
also consisted of the husband and wife sharing equally. 
But this mode represented only 35.4 percent of the 
responses and was offset by substantial minority per-
centages at each end of the distribution - 28.5 per-
cent of the wives reported that their husbands ex-
clUSively paid the bills, and 25.9 percent of the wives 
reported they exclusively paid the bills. Otherwise, 
the modal responses for the remaining four financial 
items were in the "share equally" category. These per-
centages ranged between 49.2 for buying small appli-
ances to 88.0 for buying furniture. 
Shoveling snow and mowing the lawn were almost 
exclUSively performed by husbands. The median for 
the former task was 1.14 and that for the latter task 
was 1.20. Modal percentages occurring in the "hus-
band only" category were 63.4 percent for shoveling 
snow and 71.6 percent for mowing the yard. 
DISCUSSION 
The change model outlined in the theory section 
of this report provides a basis for interpreting the 
findings of this study. On the basis of this model, null 
differences in family decision-making patterns among 
farm, mral nonfarm, small-town and metropolitan 
families could be expected because of the wide dif-
fusion and acceptance of equalitarian norms by fam-
ilies in various residential strata. The findings of this 
investigation suggest that this is what has happened 
among Iowa families living in the residence areas 
selected for study. Regardless of residence area, 
homogeneous patterns reflecting equalitarian decision-
making were observed among the families. One inter-
pretation of these findings is that the former semi-
patriarchal norms which presumably predominated in 
rural areas have given way to relatively equalitarian 
norms. Social theorists, of course, may have overesti-
mated the extent of patriarchal organization in rural 
families in past generations. Our data cannot provide 
estimates of the degree of change in authOrity pat-
terns in recent years among families in different resi-
dential areas. It is clear though, that substantial dif-
ferences in family-authority patterns do not seem to 
exist at present among families living in Des Moines 
and in two widely separated mral and small-city areas 
in Iowa. 
The first conclusion of this investigation - that 
equalitarian decision-making norms are Widely dif-
tused among Iowa families - agrees with the conclu-
sion Blood and Wolfe derived from their study of 
authoritarian patterns in Detroit families and farm 
families living in areas adjacent to Detroit. Is 
Agreement also existed between some of the find-
ings of this investigation related to family-role pat-
terns and those reported by Blood and Wolfe. The 
two studies agree in finding that some roles show 
highly sex-stereotyped or traditionally held patterns 
for husband-wife division of labor. However, the con-
tent of the roles that are virtually monopolized by 
one sex probably are based upon greater competency, 
availability or perhaps personal preference of that 
sex for doing the particular task rather than on a 
traditional division of labor based on male-female 
status differences. But, in contrast to Blood and Wolfe 
who found large differences in the family roles be-
tween farm and city wives, the second conclusion of 
this investigation is that null differences in husband-
wife role differentiation prevail among families living 
in different residential strata in Iowa. 
Many post-factum interpretations could be offered 
in an attempt to resolve the differences in the find-
ings between these two studies. Differences in oppor-
tunities for the Michigan and the Iowa farm and 
rural nonfarm families to become aware of or to be 
influenced by urban norms for husband-wife roles 
should have produced results opposite from those 
found. The Detroit and the nearby farm families 
should have shown smaller rather than larger differ-
ences than the Des Moines, small city, rural nonfarm 
and farm families living in Iowa. Detroit is a larger 
metropolitan complex than Des Moines. The Michigan 
fa~ famil~es lived closer to Detroit in comparison 
WIth the dIstance Iowa farm or rural families lived 
from the nearest large cities, probably none of which 
approach Detroit in urban dominance over adjacent 
rural areas. Yet, null differences were found among 
the Iowa families, and substantial differences were 
found between the Michigan farm families and the 
Detroit families. 
15 Blood and Wolfe. Op. cit. 
One reason for this unexpected result may lie in 
the composition of the Detroit and Des Moines popu-
lations. Until the last decade, a majority of Iowa's 
population was classified as rural. Most of the persons 
in its smaller towns and perhaps a larger-than-average 
proportion of the Des Moines residents (in contrast 
to residents of most metropolitan areas in eastern 
states) came from farm and rural areas. The greater 
proportion of farm- or rural-reared persons who may 
live in Des Moines and in the small cities in Iowa 
might account for the lack of differences in family-
role patterns among the areas sampled. If it is as-
sumed that Detroit included a larger proportion of 
second- and third-generation urban residents, this dif-
ference may explain the existence of family-role dif-
ferences between the Detroit and adjacent farm fam-
ilies and the lack of such differences in the Iowa 
samples. Data are not available for testing this ex-
planation, but the idea of relative proportions of fann-
or rural-reared parents living in urban areas raises 
questions about generalizing the results of this or other 
studies of rural-urban differences. 
The results of this study probably are valid for 
other rural and urban communities in Iowa. One cen-
trally-located metropolitan area was included in the 
study, and the farm, rural nonfarm and small-town 
communities were separated widely from this metro-
politan area and from each other; one being in the 
~xtreme eastern part of the state, and the other being 
m the west-central portion. Generalization of the re-
sults based on the Iowa communities to communities 
elsewhere in the nation must, however, be considered 
in terms of the comparability of those communities 
to the Iowa communities. The agreement of the Iowa 
and Michigan results suggests that the deciSion-making 
conclusions may be safely generalized to other com-
munities. However, the discrepancies between the two 
studies for results pertaining to role patterns reinforces 
the .nee~ for further replication before adequate gen-
eralIzations can be made pertaining to rural-urban 
?iffer~nce~ in family-role patterns. Replications of the 
mvestlgatlOns of family-authOrity patterns also would 
be desirable because present knowledge rests only 
upon two studies. 
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